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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment A, filed on 6/16/2003. This 
action is made final. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-66 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new grbund(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 15-17, 22-23, 26-27 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tso et al. ("Tso", 6,385,602). 

As per claim 1, Tso teaches an information categorizing method comprising a step of 
acquiring, through a clustering module, a plurality of search results searched by a search service, 
a step of performing, through the clustering module, a clustering process on the search results 
that categorizes the search results, and output the clustering result from the clustering module 
(Tso, col. 2, line 53 - col. 3, line 13, col. 4, lines 44-48, "The method comprises the steps of 
dynamically establishing one or more search results and displaying on the user interface one or 
more interface objects corresponding to the one or more search result categories", col 3, lines 
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52-60, "Dynamic categorization involves examining search results and dynamically establishing 
one or more search result categories based upon attributes of the search results ... a varied of 
grouping or clustering techniques may be used to dynamically establish the search result 
categories"). 

Tso does not explicitly disclose wherein neither the clustering process performing step 
nor the clustering result is based on any predefined categories. However, Tso disclose the 
clustering method is dynamic and the method dynamically establishes one or more search result 
categories based upon the similarities and/or dissimilarities of the attributes of the search results 
(Tso, col. 2, lines 63-67, col. 4, lines 16-19, dynamic means pertaining to an event or process that 
occurs during computer program execution, it's contrast to static according to "The authoritative 
dictionary of IEEE standards terms", Seventh edition, ISBN 0-7381-2601-2). It is clearly that 
the Tso's clustering method clusters search results during the computer program execution and 
there is no predefined categories involved. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use Tso's clustering method to 
cluster search results without using any predefined categories because Tso's method is dynamic 
and no predefined categories is involved. 

As per claim 15, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 1, and 
further teaches generating a clustering result summary table indicating the summary of the 
clustering results based on the clustering result, and a step of outputting the clustering result 
summary table together with the clustering result (Tso, Fig. 3 A - 3C). 
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As per claim 16, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 15, and 
further teaches the clustering result summary table includes a cluster name of each cluster which 
is obtained through the clustering process (Tso, Fig. 3 A - 3C). 

As per claim 17, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 16, and 
further teaches the clustering result is mutually linked with the clustering result summary table, 
wherein when a cluster name portion of the clustering result summary table is designated, the 
corresponding cluster portion of the clustering result is displayed, and wherein when one cluster 
portion of a clustering result is designated, the clustering result summary table is displayed (Tso, 
Fig. 3A-3C). 

As per claim 22, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 16, and 
further teaches a plurality of documents to be clustered are the ones which have been searched 
using a keyword input by a user, the manner of displaying the cluster names containing the 
keyword input by the user is different in the clustering result summary table from the other 
cluster names (Tso, Fig. 3A-3C, col. 9, lines 49 - 67). 

Claim 23 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 1. 

Claim 26 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 15. 

Claim 27 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 1. 

Claim 30 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 15. 
5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tso et al. ("Tso, 
6,385,602) in view of Fries et al. ("Fries", 6,513,031). 

As per claim 2, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 1, except 
for explicitly disclosing a step of converting, through a converter module, the search result 
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searched by the search service into a format that is processed by the clustering module. Fries 
discloses a step of converting, through a converter module, the search result searched by the 
search service into a format that is processed by the clustering module (Fries, col. 21, lines 27- 
29). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Fries with Tso in order to convert the search result into a format 
known by the clustering module for clustering. 

6. Claims 3-6, 24 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tso et al. ("Tso, 6,385,602) in view of Fries et al. ("Fries", 6,513,031) and further in view of 
Oren Zamir et al. ("Zamir", "Grouper: a dynamic clustering interface to Web search results", 
Computer Networks, Vol. 31, No. 11-16, pp. 1361-1374, 17, May, 1999). 

As per claim 3, Tso and Fries teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 
2, except for explicitly disclosing the converter module is arranged correspondingly to each of a 
plurality of search services when the clustering process is performed correspondingly to the 
plurality of search services (Zamir, page 1366, Fig. 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Zamir with Tso 
and Fries in order to provide plurality of search service to user and allow the user to choose 
his/her interested search service. 

As per claim 4, Tso, Fries and Zamir teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 3, and further teach a search process is performed using one search service selected from 
the plurality of search services and the clustering process is performed on the search result 
searched by the selected search service (Zamir, page 1366, Fig. 3). 
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As per claim 5, Tso, Fries and Zamir teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 3, and further teach search processes are performed in parallel using at least two search 
services of the plurality of search services, respective search results are collected, and the 
clustering process is performed on the collected search results (Zamir, page 1366-1377). 

As per claim 6, Tso, Fries and Zamir teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 3, and further teach search processes are performed in parallel using at least two search 
services of the plurality of search services, and the clustering process is individually performed 
on the search results (Zamir, page 1366-1377). 

Claims 24 and 28 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claim 2. 

7. Claims 7, 13, 31-32, 41, 43-45, 47-48, 50-52, 61 and 63-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Tso et al. ("Tso", 6,385,602) in view of Mukherjea et al. 
("Mukherjea", 6,415,282). 

As per claim 7, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 1, except 
for explicitly disclosing information to be clustered is at least one of the title of a document, a 
URL address, an update date, and a file size of an individual search result. Mukherjea teaches 
information to be clustered is at least one of the title of a document, a URL address, an update 
date, and a file size of an individual search result (Mukherjea, col. 3, lines 40-43). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine Mukherjea with Tso in order to cluster search result. 

As per claim 13, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 7, and further teach the clustering process is performed based on a feature, and wherein the 
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title of each document is detected and a word characteristic of and contained in the title is 
extracted as the feature (Tso, col. 51-55). 

As per claim 31, Tso teaches a method for categorizing digital information, comprising 
the steps of: 

acquiring at least one group of a plurality of digital items from at least one search of a 
database or network (Tso, col. 2, line 53 - col. 3, line 13); 

clustering the plurality of digital items in at least one group according to each of the 
selected cluster-indexing information (Tso, col. 2, line 53 - col. 3, line 13); and 

outputting each cluster of digital items as a cluster result (Tso, col. 2, line 53 - col. 3, line 

13); 

wherein neither the clustering nor the cluster result is based on any predefined categories 
(Tso, col. 2, line 53 - col. 3, line 13). 

Tso does not explicitly disclose extracting from each item in at least one group of a 
plurality of digital items selected cluster-indexing information comprising at least one of title, 
URL address, update date, and file size. Mukherjea teaches extracting from each item in at least 
one group of a plurality of digital items selected cluster-indexing information comprising at least 
one of title, URL address, update date, and file size (Mukherjea, col. 3, lines 40-43). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine Mukherjea with Tso in order to cluster search result. 

As per claim 32, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 31, except for explicitly disclosing converting each of the acquired digital items into a 
common format before performing the clustering. However, it would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to convert each of the acquired 
digital items into a common format before performing the clustering so that the clustering 
module can cluster the acquired digital items. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to convert each of the acquired digital 
items into a common format before performing the clustering so that the clustering module can 
cluster the acquired digital items. 

As per claim 41, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 31, and 
further teaches the title of each digital item in at least one group of a plurality of digital items is 
extracted, each title being defined by selected characters in the corresponding digital item, the 
selected characters being identified by one of location, size and a fixed number of words in from 
a designated beginning of the digital item, and wherein the identified selected characters are 
extracted and clustering is performed based on the selected characters extracted (Mukherjea, col. 
3, line 34 - col. 5, lines 65). 

As per claim 43, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 31, and further teach generating a clustering result summary table indicating the summary 
of the clustering results based on the clustering result, and a step of outputting the clustering 
result summary table together with the clustering result (Tso, Fig. 3 A - 3C). 

As per claim 44, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 15, and further teach the clustering result summary table includes a cluster name of each 
cluster which is obtained through the clustering process (Tso, Fig. 3A - 3C). 

As per claim 45, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 16, and further teach the clustering result is mutually linked with the clustering result 
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summary table, wherein when a cluster name portion of the clustering result summary table is 
designated, the corresponding cluster portion of the clustering result is displayed, and wherein 
when one cluster portion of a clustering result is designated, the clustering result summary table 
is displayed (Tso, Fig. 3 A - 3C). 

Claims 47-48 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claims 31-32. 

Claim 50 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 43. 
Claims 51-52 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claims 31-32. 

Claim 61 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 41. 
Claims 63-65 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claims 43-45. 

8. Claims 8-12, 14, 20-21, 25 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tso et al. ("Tso", 6,385,602) in view of Jacobson et al. ("Jacobson", 
6,167,397). 

As per claim 8, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 1, except 
for explicitly disclosing the order of the clustering result is rearranged using a score indicating 
the degree of match between the clustering result and a search request for each document and the 
clustering result with the order thereof rearranged is then output. Jacobson teaches disclosing the 
order of the clustering result is rearranged using a score indicating the degree of match between 
the clustering result and a search request for each document and the clustering result with the 
order thereof rearranged is then output (Jacobson, col. 1, lines 58-63). Therefore, it would have 



Application/Control Number: 09/762, 127 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2172 

been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Jacobson with Tso in order to provide a ranked list of document clusters. 

As per claim 9, Tso and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 8, except for explicitly disclosing calculating the average of scores of the documents 
contained in each cluster to treat the average of each cluster as a cluster score. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
calculate the average of scores of the documents contained in each cluster to treat the average of 
each cluster as a cluster score in order to use the cluster score to rank the clusters. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
calculate the average of scores of the documents contained in each cluster to treat the average of 
each cluster as a cluster score in order to use the cluster score to rank the clusters. 

As per claim 10, Tso and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 8, except for explicitly disclosing determining the maximum value of the scores of the 
documents in each cluster to treat the maximum score of each cluster as the cluster score. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to determine the maximum value of the scores of the documents in each cluster to treat 
the maximum score of each cluster as the cluster score in order to use the cluster score to rank 
the clusters. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to determine the maximum value of the scores of the documents in each 
cluster to treat the maximum score of each cluster as the cluster score in order to use the cluster 
score to rank the clusters. 
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As per claim 1 1, Tso and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 8, except for explicitly disclosing determining a score at a midway point or a substantially 
midway point in each cluster when the documents contained in each cluster are arranged in the 
order of magnitude of scores assigned thereto, to treat the score at the midway point or the 
substantially midway point as the cluster score. However, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to determine a score at a midway 
point or a substantially midway point in each cluster when the documents contained in each 
cluster are arranged in the order of magnitude of scores assigned thereto, to treat the score at the 
midway point or the substantially midway point as the cluster score in order to use the cluster 
score to rank cluster. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to determine a score at a midway point or a substantially 
midway point in each cluster when the documents contained in each cluster are arranged in the 
order of magnitude of scores assigned thereto, to treat the score at the midway point or the 
substantially midway point as the cluster score in order to use the cluster score to rank cluster. 

As per claim 12, Tso and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 9, and further teach the cluster score determining step for rearranging the cluster order is 
individually performed correspondingly to the plurality of search services when the clustering 
process is performed correspondingly to the search results provided by the plurality of search 
services (Jacobson, col. 1 , line 58 - col. 2, line 22). 

As per claim 14, Tso and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 8, and further teach displaying the clusters in the order of the magnitude of scores from a 
high score to a low score and wherein when there are clusters having the same cluster score, one 
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of the clusters having a larger number of documents there within is positioned higher in the 
cluster order (Jacobson, col. 1, line 58 - col. 2, line 22). 

As per claim 20 5 Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 16, and 
further teaches displaying the clustering result summary table (Tso, Fig. 3C). Tso does not 
explicitly disclose the arrangement order of clusters forming the clustering result summary table 
agrees with the arrangement order of the clusters in the clustering result. Jacobson teaches 
ranking the clusters (Jacobson, col. 1, line 58 - col. 2, line 22). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
Jacobson with Tso to match the arrangement order of clusters forming the clustering result 
summary table with the arrangement order of the clusters in the clustering result so that the 
summary table entries are matched with their corresponding clusters. 

As per claim 21, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 16, and 
further teaches displaying the clustering result summary table (Tso, Fig. 3C). Tso does not 
explicitly disclose the manner of displaying the cluster names is changed in the clustering result 
summary table depending on the importance of each cluster in response to the clustering result. 
Jacobson teaches ranking the clusters (Jacobson, col. 1, line 58 - col 2, line 22). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine Jacobson with Tso to display the clustering result summary table depending on the 
importance of each cluster in response to the clustering result in order to display the most 
important clustering result summary entry first to attract the user's attention. 

Claims 25, 29 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 

8. 
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9. Claims 1 8-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tso et al. 
("Tso", 6,385,602) in view of Oren Zamir et al. ("Zamir", "Grouper: a dynamic clustering 
interface to Web search results", Computer Networks, Vol 31, No. 11-16, pp. 1361-1374, 17, 
May, 1999). 

As per claim 18, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 17, 
except for explicitly disclosing the head portion of an outline surrounding the cluster or the last 
line in the outline of the cluster present immediately prior to the first cluster is displayed on the 
top of a screen. Zamir discloses the head portion of an outline surrounding the cluster or the last 
line in the outline of the cluster present immediately prior to the first cluster is displayed on the 
top of a screen (Zamir, page 1365). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Zamir with Tso in order to provide 
clustering summary information. 

As per claim 19, Tso teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in claim 18, 
except for explicitly disclosing the clustering result summary table is displayed with the head 
portion thereof appearing first on the screen. Zamir discloses the clustering result summary table 
is displayed with the head portion thereof appearing first on the screen (Zamir, page 1365). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine Zamir with Tso in order to provide clustering summary information. 

10. Claims 33-35 and 53-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tso et al. ("Tso", 6,385,602) in view of Mukherjea et al ("Mukherjea", 6,415,282) and further in 
view of Oren Zamir et al. ("Zamir", "Grouper: a dynamic clustering interface to Web search 
results", Computer Networks, Vol.31, No. 11-16, pp. 1361-1374, 17, May, 1999). 
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11. 

As per claim 33, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 31, except for explicitly disclosing the at least one group of a plurality of digital items is 
acquired by selecting only one such group from a plurality of groups, each group being the result 
of an independent search, and wherein the clustering is performed on the selected one group. 
Zamir teaches the at least one group of a plurality of digital items is acquired by selecting only 
one such group from a plurality of groups, each group being the result of an independent search, 
and wherein the clustering is performed on the selected one group (Zamir, Fig. 3, page 1366- 
1367). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Zamir with Tso in order to allow the user to select a search 
group. 

As per claim 34, Tso, Mukherjea and Zamir teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 31, and further teach wherein the at least one group of a plurality of digital 
items acquired comprises a plurality of such groups, each group being the result of an 
independent search performed in parallel with one another, and wherein the clustering is 
performed on the collective search results (Zamir, Fig. 3, page 1366-1367). 

As per claim 35, Tso, Mukherjea and Zamir teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 31, and further teach wherein the at least one group of a plurality of digital 
items acquired comprises a plurality of such groups, each group being the result of an 
independent search performed in parallel with one another, and wherein the clustering is 
individually performed on the search result (Zamir, Fig. 3, page 1366-1367). 
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Claims 53-55 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claims 33-35. 

12. Claims 36-40, 42, 46, 49, 56-60, 62 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tso et al. ("Tso", 6,385,602) in view of Mukherjea et al. ("Mukherjea", 
6,415,282) and further in view of Jacobson et al. ("Jacobson", 6,167,397). 

As per claim 36, Tso and Mukherjea teach all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 31, except for explicitly disclosing the order of the clustering result is rearranged using a 
score indicating the degree of match between the clustering result and a search request for each 
document and the clustering result with the order thereof rearranged is then output. Jacobson 
teaches disclosing the order of the clustering result is rearranged using a score indicating the 
degree of match between the clustering result and a search request for each document and the 
clustering result with the order thereof rearranged is then output (Jacobson, col. 1, lines 58-63). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine Jacobson with Tso in order to provide a ranked list of document clusters. 

As per claim 37, Tso, Mukherjea and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 36, except for explicitly disclosing calculating the average of scores of the 
documents contained in each cluster to treat the average of each cluster as a cluster score. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to calculate the average of scores of the documents contained in each cluster to treat 
the average of each cluster as a cluster score in order to use the cluster score to rank the clusters. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to calculate the average of scores of the documents contained in each cluster to treat 
the average of each cluster as a cluster score in order to use the cluster score to rank the clusters. 

As per claim 38, Tso, Mukherjea and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 36, except for explicitly disclosing determining the maximum value of the 
scores of the documents in each cluster to treat the maximum score of each cluster as the cluster 
score. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to determine the maximum value of the scores of the documents in each 
cluster to treat the maximum score of each cluster as the cluster score in order to use the cluster 
score to rank the clusters. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to determine the maximum value of the scores of the 
documents in each cluster to treat the maximum score of each cluster as the cluster score in order 
to use the cluster score to rank the clusters. 

As per claim 39, Tso, Mukherjea and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 36, except for explicitly disclosing determining a score at a midway point or a 
substantially midway point in each cluster when the documents contained in each cluster are 
arranged in the order of magnitude of scores assigned thereto, to treat the score at the midway 
point or the substantially midway point as the cluster score. However, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to determine a score 
at a midway point or a substantially midway point in each cluster when the documents contained 
in each cluster are arranged in the order of magnitude of scores assigned thereto, to treat the 
score at the midway point or the substantially midway point as the cluster score in order to use 
the cluster score to rank cluster. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill • 
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in the art at the time the invention was made to determine a score at a midway point or a 
substantially midway point in each cluster when the documents contained in each cluster are 
arranged in the order of magnitude of scores assigned thereto, to treat the score at the midway 
point or the substantially midway point as the cluster score in order to use the cluster score to 
rank cluster. 

As per claim 40, Tso, Mukherjea and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 36, and further teach the cluster score determining step for rearranging the 
cluster order is individually performed correspondingly to the plurality of search services when 
the clustering process is performed correspondingly to the search results provided by the 
plurality of search services (Jacobson, col. 1, line 58 - col. 2, line 22). 

As per claim 42, Tso, Mukherjea and Jacobson teach all the claimed subject matters as 
discussed in claim 36, and further teach displaying the clusters in the order of the magnitude of 
scores from a high score to a low score and wherein when there are clusters having the same 
cluster score, one of the clusters having a larger number of documents there within is positioned 
higher in the cluster order (Jacobson, col. 1, line 58 - col. 2, line 22). 

As per claim 46, Tso, Mukherjea teaches all the claimed subject matters as discussed in 
claim 43, and further teaches displaying the clustering result summary table (Tso, Fig. 3C). Tso 
does not explicitly disclose the manner of displaying the cluster names is changed in the 
clustering result summary table depending on the importance of each cluster in response to the 
clustering result. Jacobson teaches ranking the clusters (Jacobson, col. 1, line 58 - col. 2, line 
22). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Jacobson with Tso to display the clustering result summary table 
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depending on the importance of each cluster in response to the clustering result in order to 
display the most important clustering result summary entry first to attract the user's attention. 

Claim 49 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 36. 

Claims 56-60 are rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for 
claims 36-40. 

Claim 62 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 42. 
Claim 66 is rejected on grounds corresponding to the reasons given above for claim 46. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Li et al. (6,094,653) disclose document classification method and apparatus therefor. 
Ruocco et al. (5,864,855) disclose parallel document clustering process. 
Tukey et al. (5,999,927) disclose method and apparatus for information access employing 
overlapping clusters. 

Hilsenrath et al. (5,926,812) disclose document extraction and comparison method with 
applications to automatic personalized database searching. 

14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chongshan Chen whose telephone number is (703) 305-8319. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8:00 am - 4:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y Vu can be reached on (703)305-4393. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)305-3900. 
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